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The Seattle general strike of 1919 was one of the 
turning points for the Red Scare, as it was used to 
create the xenophobic, oppressive atmosphere in which 
such a phenomenon could thrive. The Industrial Workers of 
the World beccune the main target of the Red Scare not 
only in Seattle, but in many locations in the United 
States.
The gap in current scholarship that exists in 
explaining the general strike and the special attention 
the IWW received can be filled with the introduction of 
notion of discourse and its application to the historical 
evidence available. This discourse had very strong 
inherent elements of the IWW ideology, thus depicting why 
the IWW which was insignificant in terms of material 
existence, was actually extremely important. The fact 
that it was also used as an excuse to act against the 
whole working class in most places in the U.S. supplies 
the remaining part of the ea^lanation.
If complex social phenomena such as the Seattle 
general strike and the Red Scare are to be understood, it 
is of immense importance not to limit the analyses with 
classical fields of scholarship. This thesis has been an 
attempt to introduce a new and previously ignored or 
neglected element to understand these phenomena better.
ABSTRACT
ABSTRACT
1919 Seattle genel grevi A.B.D.'deki ilk "Kızıl 
Avi"nin başlangıcında yer almış ve bu dönemdeki yabancı 
düşmanlığını ve baskı ortamını hazırlamak için 
kullanılmıştır. Industrial Workers of the World (IWW), bu 
ortamda en yoğun saldırıların merkezinde yer almış ve bu 
dönem sonunda bir daha asla eski gücüne ulaşamamıştır.
Seattle genel grevi ve IWW üzerine yapılan 
araştırmaların gözden açıklayamamış oldukları noktalar 
vardır. Bu noktaların açıklanması için farklı analiz 
araçları ve bakış açıları gerekmektedir. Bu tezin 
amaçlamiş olduğu biçimiyle, söylem kavramının grev, IWW 
ve daha geniş düzeyde 20. Yüzyıl başı Amerikan tarihine 
uygulanması yeterince açıklanamamış noktaların 
anlaşılmasında önemli bir rol oynayacaktır.
I . Introduct ion
This country is America —  not Russia.^
Every Strike is a Small Revolution and a Dress 
Rehearsal for the Big One,^
What makes an event such as the first major
general strike in the United States a success or a
disaster? Do the strikers' demands, or the strike's
aftermath constitute the criteria by which the strike
can be evaluated? Robert L. Friedheim, as a historian
focusing on the material relationships in the society,
probably had this in mind in his richly detailed work.
The Seattle General Strike:
The first major general strike in the United States 
ended quietly at noon on February II, 1919. Somewhat 
sheepishly f Seattle's workers returned to their 
jobs(...) The strike had been a failure^ and they all 
knew it. In the days ahead they were to learn that it 
was worse than a failure-it was a disaster.^
It is indeed correct that the general strike, launched
to support an ongoing shipyard strike, is not
 ^The Seattle Star, vol.21, no.290, February 4, 1919.
 ^M.J.Heale, American Anticommunism: Combating the Enemy 
Within, 1830-1970. London: The Johns Hopkins U. Press, 1990, 
p.64. "It had been a Wobbly boast that (...)"
considered to have been a success, partly because it 
lasted only 4 days, and mainly because it did not 
really have a solid, defined objective, and was used as 
a major justification against radicals and labor in the 
months of "Red Scare" to come. It surely was a show of 
solidarity with the shipyard strike, and much more than 
that, although historical evidence to support the idea 
of a suppressed revolution -as mayor Ole Hanson thought 
it was- is rather hard to be found.
Jonathan Dembo has criticized historians for
analyzing few incidents and organizations, and ignoring
significant parts of the labor history in Washington:
In particular, they have examined and re-examined the 
Industrial Workers of the World, the Seattle general 
strike, and the prevalence of political radicalism in
4the labor movement.
Moreover, no account of the Seattle general strike 
puts forth the IWW as a determining element in the 
event, supporting the argument that certain aspects of 
the general strike have been exhausted while the very
 ^Robert L. Friedheim, The Seattle General Strike. Seattle: 
University of Washington Press, 1964, p.l46.
* Jonathan Dembo, "A History of the Washington State Labor 
Movement, 1885-1935," Ph.D Dissertation., University of 
Washington, 1978, p.ii.
material, very "real” aspects were ignored. Melvyn 
Dubofsky and Philip S. Foner are eimong the major 
historians who contributed to this understanding of the 
strike and the IWW in general.®
Identifying the social background is important in 
understanding the existing power relationships within 
the Seattle community at the time. However, this type 
of history, by its own nature tends to disregard many 
of the motives that existed, the images in people's 
minds which are not reflected in nvimerical data, the 
very forces that shaped and defined their actions 
beyond the visible plane, beyond figures of 
unemployment, social mobility, or GNP per capita. Then 
why would the IWW be of importance when it has been 
shown that it was not an extremely significant element 
because of its loose and small membership -thus 
influence- in Seattle?
® Melvyn Dubofsky, We Shall Be All: A History of the 
Industrial Workers of the World. Chicago; H. Davidson, 1969, 
p. i-xii, 349-423, 471-484. A Marxist explimation, which has 
some common points with'Dubosfky's analyses in terms of 
being materialist, is Philip S. Foner, History of the Labor 
Movement in the United States, vol.IV: The Industrial
If the general strike was a defeat, all middle- 
class and business circles were fighting against 
phantoms. The question is, whether these "phantoms,” by 
definition should be used to dismiss the whole argument 
that there was actually a hegemonic struggle in the 
society. This thesis takes these "phantoms" into 
consideration and points to them as vital elements of a 
struggle. Antonio Gramsci would put this idea as a 
struggle between the "historical bloc" and the working 
class, for the intellectual/ideological hegemony in the 
society.®
This thesis analyzes the relationship of discourse 
and the power struggle in the American society in 1919, 
in the form of the Seattle general strike. The struggle 
was also ideological, but then, similar ideological 
struggles took place at different places in the United 
States as well. Moreover, historical evidence suggests 
that a wider, perhaps vague but nonetheless effective 
structure existed, which fits well into a definition of
Workers of the World 1905-1917. New York: Monthly Review 
Press, 1965, p. 140-143, 463-473, 549-558.
discourse. Discourse has been defined as a determining 
force behind and within the power struggles in a 
society. Its difference from ideology, with its 
multitude of definitions ranging from modernist 
projects to "cultural systems," is that an ideology, 
even when defined as loosely as possible, does not 
cover portions of the society through all layers, 
neunely gender, ethnicity, and class. Discourse, on the 
other hand, cuts through most of these layers, and 
restricts its "subjects" in ways not similar to 
ideologies because it works in more subtle and 
different ways. Ideology can be propagated, discourse 
can not, it is much more spontaneous.
Gramsci's hegemonic ideology, also adopted and 
revised later by Louis Althusser and Ernesto Laclau, 
among others, included the notion of culture and can 
explain spontaneity and social change better than its 
simpler definitions.^ However, ideology still is a
® Antonio Greansci, Hapishane Defterleri (Prison 
Notebooks/Quaderni del Carcere). Istanbul; Metis Yayinlari, 
1986, p.125-140, 175-177, 251-255, 309-320.
’ Louis Althusser, Essays on Ideology. London: Verso Books, 
1976, p.4-12.
product of a modernist understanding of society where 
it exists either consciously or unconsciously within 
the society -the New Left, 1968, being an example of 
the latter. Ideology is also a vision of society, and 
however eclectic and loosely planted it may be, it 
requires an integrity. That is why people who called 
themselves "socialists" also tried to create a 
"socialist art," to define a "socialist relationship," 
etc.
Another point of differentiation is that a 
discourse, by definition, has to be hegemonic, and it 
does not compete with other elements, unlike 
ideologies. Ideologies are involved with the power 
relationships in a society, whereas a discourse is a 
very significant part and representative of the 
relationships themselves.
Therefore, the existence of a discourse different 
than the national discourse in 1919 United States made 
the difference in Seattle. To be able to separate the 
two discourses, the term "hegemonic discourse" is used
Ernesto Laclau, The Making· of Political Identities. London: 
Verso Books, 1994, p.3-8, 22-34.
to point the different discourse, or, counter-hegemonic 
discourse that existed in Seattle.
Labor's main position before, during, and after 
the strike was quite the same. It placed itself on 
solid grounds by disclaiming that it was seeking to 
stage a revolution or that it advocated violent means.® 
It is not easy to understand the existence of a general 
strike, when all related literature to such an action 
placed it as the central weapon of a revolution. It is 
at this point that the "phantoms" gain importance. 
Seattle labor was well aware of the message of a 
general strike, as much as Seattle middle-class and 
business interests were. They certainly practiced their 
rhetoric so that no violence, attack on private 
property, or revolutionist manifesto existed in the 
general strike. Mayor Hanson could have advertised this 
strike as an attempted Bolshevik revolution suppressed 
by his efforts to improve his political career, but the 
middle-class reaction had nothing to do with such 
practical concerns. It was born out of an image; a 
revolution that would put an end to its existence.
An interesting report by the American Civil 
Liberties Union carries enlightening clues on the track 
of the organization that constituted a major part of 
everyday discussion in Seattle. In the first few years 
after the strike, out of 80 occurrences in Washington 
concerning violations of civil liberties as the Union 
defined them, only 15 are related to the AFL, 
socialists, and other radicals added together. The 
remaining 65 records are related to cases concerning 
the IWW.®
If the IWW was as insignificant as assumed, the 
great effort on the part of the middle-class and 
government agencies against them is not easily 
esqplained. On the other hand, it is a fact that the IWW 
as an active organization, did not have a significant 
membership or an all-effective propaganda machine to 
challenge the "enemies” it defined. Therefore, it would
® The Seattle Union Record, February 14, 1919, vol.I,
No.252, cover page. No eir^hasis added.
® Harry Ault Papers, "Correspondence - Incoming - American 
Civil Liberties Union; 'Weekly Report on Civil Liberty 
Situation.'", University of Washington Libraries, 
Manuscripts & University Archives Division, Accession 
No.213, Box 1.
be helpful to understand the sentiment towards the IWW 
within Seattle labor, so as not to depend solely on the 
reactions against the organization to explain its 
importance. The major primary sources are the 
newspapers in Seattle and New York in 1919, and the 
leibor spy reports, covering the Scune time period, and 
of immense importance to develop and understanding of 
the hegemonic discourse in Seattle.
The first chapter is an analysis of the newspapers 
of Seattle, the second chapter is an analysis of the 
labor spy records, and the third chapter is an analysis 
of The New York Times, very important to get a vision 
of the bigger picture at the time.
II. Discourse Analysis of Seattle Newspapers, 1919
The newspapers of Seattle in 1919 constitute a 
vital source of information to understand the 
perceptions and images involved in the general strike. 
These images are part of a rather neglected field of 
analysis that is very important in order to have an 
extensive view of the conflict in Seattle. This field 
is that of discourse, how it was formed, how it 
affected people's daily lives, and finally how and why 
it constituted a central part of the power 
relationships in Seattle. The newspapers of the time 
show how they influenced public opinion, the kinds of 
argtiments that mattered to supporters and opponents of 
the general strike, and how the strike was debated in 
public.
The first aspect noticed when looking at the 
newspapers of the time is a confrontation concerning 
the general strike. The Seattle Union Record, staking 
its claim as labor's newspaper, was the leading daily 
that supported the strike. The Seattle Star, The 
Seattle Daily Times, and the Daily Bulletin were among 
the daily newspapers that opposed the strike. An
10
examination of the newspapers, which opposed or 
supported the general strike, will enhance the ways of 
understanding the reactions that the strike and its 
presentations triggered.
The Seattle Star seemed to be the most anti-strike 
newspaper, frequently printing huge, alarming headlines 
and editorials. On January 30, 1919, a week before the 
general strike, for example, the Star published a 
rather minor announcement by the Secretary of LcQsor, 
stressing the necessity of creating jobs for the 
unemployed, as the only possible way to stop the 
"spread of Bolshevism." Just next to this announcement 
on the front page, the Star placed a column titled 
"British Strike Controlled by Bolsheviki?," and below 
the first article, another one called "2,500 Frisco Men 
to Strike." Elsewhere on the front page, a small colximn 
titled "Sentence Six I.W.W." gave readers detailed 
information on how six arrested members of the IWW in 
Spokane were sentenced. In the same issue, the Star 
published an article on the inside pages with the title 
"Radicals Want to Control All American Leibor."^®
10 The Seattle Star, January 30, 1919, p.l.
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In a single issue, therefore, the Star argued that 
"American Labor" was about to be controlled by the 
Bolsheviks, the Bolsheviks were spreading with great 
speed; they were becoming a menace to other countries, 
and the paper viewed these events as evidence for an 
international conspiracy. Among all these, it included 
the image of 2,500 workers going to strike in San 
Francisco and members of the IWW being sentenced. While 
such a presentation of news made it easier to associate 
the IWW and strikers in general with the Bolsheviks, it 
may also have served to present the weakness of 
radicals in the United States. Bolsheviks were creating 
problems everywhere abroad, but in the U.S. they were 
being sentenced, and therefore were under control at
home.
This same front page also contained an interesting
cartoon:
12
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The cartoon depicted labor as "The Silent Delegate" in 
the ongoing negotiations for a peace treaty among the 
participants of the World War I. The cartoon presented 
labor in an interesting way. While representatives of 
governments ¿it around a table, one man in worker's 
clothing sits beside and above; he is huge compared to 
the governmental representatives. The worker's position 
in the cartoon can be both perceived as support for 
labor's right to have fair treatment and as a threat; 
the worker is edsle to crush the small representatives
13
if he is treated unfairly. Thus, the Star also tried to 
assert the distinction between the Bolsheviks and 
labor, by suggesting that it supported labor and its 
claims for rights.
The next day, however, the Star published a much
more striking front page. A huge headline proclaimed:
"Seattle Shall not be Crucified." The editorial below
took the whole page, crowding out other stories on the
front page. Although a general strike was being
discussed in the city, the Star's editorial seems to be
concerned exclusively with the strike of the shipyard
workers, and no clear mention of the general strike can
be observed. The following quotations make the
purpose and message of the editorial clear:
Seattle shall not be torn down. Seattle Shall it 
be crucified on a Bolshevik cross ^ nor on a 
Profiteer cross! This is an American city. It 
isn't a Bolshevik center ^ as some of the big 
employers contend. Neither is it a city where 
capitalists can crush the last penny out of labor. 
...There is a decent, a just, a common-sense basis 
on which this whole affair can be settled.“
A city can not be "cmicified" only because of a strike
of the shipyard workers. Apparently a more critical
Discussions of a possible general strike existed among 
the xinions, and the Star probably knew about it, too.
14
situation was at hand according to the editors of the 
Star. Between the lines, the Star warned its readers 
about a conflict that could turn into a social 
revolution. Such a perceived conflict was probably the 
reason for the multi-faceted attack in the editorial, 
with the "capitalists" also being indirectly blamed for 
trying to "crush" labor. Moreover, a do\ible-sided 
perception of labor, on the one hand holding a 
legitimate position in the society with rightful 
demands and on the other representing a powerful 
potential threat to the same society, emerges once 
again in this example. The editors must have been well 
aware of the message they were giving: "This was a good 
city before this war-sired business [ship-building] 
came to us. And if it is to be a brawler, a breeder of 
turmoil, then Seattle will have none of it."^^ 
Seattle's organized labor had grown enormously in 
numbers after the establishment of the ship building 
industry in the period 1914-18, therefore the Star's 
reaction to this industry was not coincidental.^^ This
“ The Seattle Star, January 31, 1919, p.l.
“ Ibid.
Robert L. Friedheim, The Seattle General Strike, p.55-57.
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edition proved to be the first in a series of
agitative, attacking front pages of the Star,
On February 4, 1919, just two days before the
general strike, the Star increased the pressure on
labor, telling workers that they were being "used" by
their leaders. The editors stated that
Confined to Seattle, or even confined to the 
whole Pacific coast, the use of force by
Bolsheviks would, ' and should be, quickly dealt 
with by the army of the United States. These false 
Bolshevik leaders haven't a chance on earth to win 
anything- for you in this country, because this 
country is America—not Russia.
The Star thus continued to distinguish between
"American workers" and "Bolsheviki." This time,
however, the Bolsheviks were more than simple
infiltrators. They had become, in the Star's view, the
leaders of the Seattle labor movement.
The Star used an increasingly alarmist tone on the
rest of the same front page;
you are being urged to use a dangerous weapon 
--the general strike, which you have never used 
before—  which, in fact, has never been used 
anywhere in the United States. It isn't too late 
to avert the tragic results that are sure to come 
from its use. ...You know that the general public
The Seattle Star, February 4, 1919, p.l, original 
emphasis.
16
doesn't think that situation demands the use of 
that drastic, disaster-breeding move.^^
Certain meanings can be extracted from the Star's
message. First, by arguing that "the situation" did not
"demand" a general strike, the Star to some degree,
legitimized the general strike as a tactic, suggesting
there were situations that demanded it. Second, it is
recognized as a "dangerous weapon." Recognizing a
political/economical tactic as a "dangerous weapon"
might lead to the conclusion that the Star accepted the
existence of a perceived conflict in the society. The
Star either chose to define a conflict in this manner
consciously, or it simply acquired it through the
public discourse. In any case, it is noteworthy that by
reversing certain elements in these texts, one could
create a contemporary IWW brochure. This remarkable
similarity is of importance, because it enables a
glimpse at the development of public discourse in
Seattle, arid may indicate that there existed a
radical/IWW intellectual hegemony in the formation of
this discourse.
16 Ibid.
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On February 5, the day before the general strike, 
the Star introduced a new element to the ongoing 
conflict that only seemed to concern the general 
strike; "Americanism."
The general strike is at hand. And more, a general 
SHOWDOWN is at hand— a showdown for all of us— a 
test of Americanism— a test of YOUR Americanism. 
...We call this thing that is upon us a general 
strike, but it is more than that. It is to be an 
acid test of American citizenship -an acid test of 
all those principles for which our soldiers have 
fought and died. ...Under which flag do you stand?^^
This element, a "test," as the Star put it, was a most
dangerous notion. The Star attacked not only the
radicalism of Seattle labor, but also the workers'
identity as American citizens. Demands for "100 percent
Americanism" were also becoming part of a nationwide
discourse at the same period.^® Situated under this
main article on the front page, certain opinions
disguised as news items appeared. "Green Branded as
Alien I.W.W. by the Mayor;" "Senators Plan Anti-red
Tour;" "I.W.W. Take Hand in Eastern Strike." These
17 The Seattle Star, February 5, 1919, p.l, original 
emphasis.
John Higheun, Strangers In the Land: Patterns of American 
Nativism, 1860-1925. New Brunswick: Rutgers U. Press, 1975, 
p.167-169.
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stories pointed directly at the "alien" element that 
created all the problems according to the Star. The 
"campaign to eliminate radical organizations such as 
the IWW" had started already during World War I, based 
on the claim that their political ideologies were 
treasonous. The logic behind such agitation was not 
very sophisticated. The paper first placed itself 
between labor and business, trying not to offend 
either. Next it pointed at certain people, branding 
them first as radicals, and then as aliens. Finally, it 
revealed where all these radicals and aliens could be 
found: the IWW.
Gary Gerstle, Workiag Class Americanism: The Politics of 
Labor in a Textile City, 1914-1960. Cambridge: Cambridge U. 
Press, 1991, p.96.
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Titled "The Innocent Victim," the cartoon displays 
"The Average Citizen" being crushed by huge hands using 
the general strike. It is interesting that the hands 
were not labeled. The Star probably could not use 
"leibor" as a label, not when it attempted to separate
20
labor from the radicals in Seattle. But it did not 
label the hands as "radicals," "the IWW," or 
"Bolsheviki," either. This could be because the Star 
recognized the general strike as a legitimate tactic of 
labor, and did not want to associate it with any of the 
possible groups for this event. The title also suggests 
interesting hidden meanings. "The Average Citizen" was 
only someone who had nothing to do with what was going 
on in Seattle and became the "Innocent Victim" of an 
ongoing problem.
The Star's two-sided attack mentioned before comes 
to mind in this context. The Star argued that there 
was a kind of conflict which involved two parties in 
Seattle, one being the "capitalists," and the other 
being the radicals in leibor. It was their fault that 
"the average citizen" is obscure, though. It could be 
addressing a vaguely defined audience such as the 
"middle-class," or it could simply be anyone put in the 
position of the victim of the conflict. In any case, 
the result was to separate and form a distinct group of 
people in the Seattle community who were against the 
general strike and against radicals in general. It 
should be noted that the Star did not point directly at
21
the "capitalists" as one of the guilty parties to this 
group although it mentioned them in several cases. The 
final image that the Star forged on the day the general 
strike began, was one of the strike crushing innocent 
victims. The perpetrators of the general strike -in 
this case, all of Seattle's organized labor— were 
responsible for the resulting problems.
In the following days, the Star continued its 
alarmist approach in similar ways. It further supported 
its position by placing Mayor Ole Hanson at the center 
of events and in full detail. It also praised itself 
for being able to publish during the strike, calling it 
a sign of its devotion to Americanism.^®
The Seattle Daily Times also opposed the general 
strike and the radicals, but with an attitude different 
from the Star's. On February 5, the Times had only a 
single, inside page dedicated to informing its readers 
edsout the coming general strike, and there were no 
alarmist statements within the relatively calm columns. 
Half of this page -not even the front page— was used to
The Star had not given support to Ole Hanson as a 
candidate, and until the general strike, it had consistently 
criticized him.
22
portray pictures of some Seattle working women 
"preparing to eat and drink during the big strike." The 
woman in the center picture looked at the camera and 
smiled while doing her work. One could almost think 
that the Times was amused by the coming events, as if 
they were part of some kind of unexpected festival. 
In the same issue, however, the Times also published a 
full page advertisement from the Star, showing that 
paper's full page with the screaming headline, "Stop 
Before It's Too Late." It was as if the Times left the 
didactic, agitative role to the Star,
A third Seattle newspaper. The Daily Bulletin, 
also placed itself against the general strike and the 
radicals although it did not do so with the same 
intensity as the Star. On February 8, 1919, when the 
strike was at its peak, the Bulletin published a 
lengthy ari^  bitter editorial against the radicals and 
the general strike. It accused the IWW of being the 
real enemy of labor, and informed its readers that the 
national leaders of the AFL had been fighting them for 
a long time. Words used to describe the IWW included
The Seattle Daily Times, February 5, 1919.
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"crimson sons of hell'" "vermin," and "criminal slime."
The Bulletin further mentioned that the IV/W, until it
was completely destroyed, would continue being a menace
to industry and labor. The IWW
has pushed himself forward and and has raised the 
red flag of anarchy and the people cannot be 
blamed if they see only red. Until that is 
eliminated they cannot possibly see anything 
else.^^
O n  February 9, the Times published various news 
concerning the strike and the strikers and how the 
people of Seattle were faring. The main theme was 
"Strikers suffer most from closing of city's
restaurants: Union's soup houses fail to function as
they planned." It seems that the Times' interest was 
only a professional criticism of the strikers' actions. 
News concerning the radicals and Mayor Hanson's 
feverish announcements that the strike was an attempted 
revolution did appear in the pages of the Times, but it 
is difficult to see any alarmist comment in its 
editorials. Although its use of language and
presentation of news seemed to be fair to Seattle 
leüDor, the Times' position in these events was made
” The Daily Bulletin, January 8, 1919, p.3,
24
certain by its discourse, where it can be partially 
observed from news headlines such as; '‘'Alien anarchists 
sent East for deportation," and "Radicals from Seattle 
stage losing b a t t l e . T h e  Times opposed the radical 
elements in Seattle, and applauded attempts to destroy 
them. It did not, however, strive to show that Seattle 
labor was mainly "American," and not radical. Although 
no obvious attack against Seattle labor as a whole can 
be found in its pages, it seems that the Times did not 
feel the necessity of situating itself in a middle 
position like the Star.^*
The Seattle Daily Times, February 10, 11, 1919, p.3, p.4. 
Emphasis added. In the first quotation only the part "sent 
East for deportation" can bo considered as news. It tells us 
that some people were sent; the direction and the reason 
were explained. About their being anarchists, however, there 
are some doubts. By the term "anarchist," what was meant 
ranged from criminal or terrorist to one who believed in 
pacifism. Moreover, the term "alien" is definitely not part 
of a news item. Both words were ideologically picked, and 
added to the actual news to influence the readers in a 
certain way.
The middle position, interestingly, was that of the 
Star’s, with its alarmist tone and strong images of class 
struggle. This point is of central importance, because it 
displays the dominant public discourse by the time of 
general strike. What was "normal," associated with the
25
when it was certain that the strike was going to 
be over on the of February, the Star congratulated
itself and Seattle for making "No Compromise!." The 
paper then summarized what it had been advocating for 
the past several weeks. One of the interesting points 
was the Star's uneasy position on the "Americanism" of 
Seattle.
On the issue of Americanism Seattle made no 
compromise. And on that issue Seattle will never 
and shall never make a compromise. When the 
principles of American democracy were attacked, ... 
Seattle came thru [sic] 100 per cent. ... Seattle 
must be an American city. It must be made free of 
Bolsheviks and Bolshevism. Just so it must be made 
free of labor-crushing methods
The Star wanted radicals and "aliens" punished. It also
wanted to make sure that Seattle was an "American"
city. If Seattle had un-American elements in it, how
had it "proved" that it was "100 per cent American"?
Star's position is an understandable one, though. Given
its attempts to stay in the middle, it could not
directly put forth that Seattle was a completely lost
case for Americanism. Similarly it could not afford to
"average citizen," was quite radical when compared to the 
discourse of the smaller newspapers such as the Times and 
the Bulletin.
The Seattle Star, February 10, 1919, p.l.
26
say that Seattle was free of radicalism at the cost of 
ignoring the radicals, because it wanted them to be 
dealt with as well. Still trying to keep its place in 
the middle, it stated that the "Bolshevik attack" was 
actually an attack on "...the very principles of American 
organized labor. It would substitute for the American 
Federation of Labor something akin to the Bolshevik 
reign of terror in R u s s i a . T h u s  situating itself, 
the Star asserted that "the test of the square deal" 
was at hand. The editors printed a letter from Mayor 
Hanson asserting: "Your paper saved Seattle.
In the days following the strike, the 
congratulatory mood continued, with the Bulletin and
Ibid.
The Seattle Star, February 11, 1919, p.l.
The term "Square Deal" was used frequently by Mayor Hanson, 
which shortly meant what Star had been advocating in its 
issues: "a decent, just, common-sense basis" to settle the 
problem. But what was exactly meant by the term remains a 
question, since there was no detailed, clear explanation of 
what the "decent, just common-sense basis" would mean and 
how it would be put ..in action. Mayor Hanson's reputation as 
the suppressor of a revolution was largely due to 
publications such as the Star, so there was a reason beyond 
a siinple agreement of ideas for the Mayor to congratulate 
the paper.
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the Times joining. On February 12, The Star added a
slogan on top of its title; "An American Paper That
Fights for Americanism."^® It was confident and beeiming
with pride when it printed;
Just one week ago today the paragraphs quoted 
above [some quotes form the Union Record] were 
promulgated by the Seattle Bolshevik organs. ..-A 
week ago how loud and defiant was the voice of 
Bolshevism! Now how different. Today we hear the 
voice of Lincoln Americanism.^^
On February 10, the Bulletin published an editorial 
very similar to the Star's on the same date. It 
acknowledged that Seattle had "stood firm" against the 
radicals, but also stressed the importance of getting 
rid of the IWW and the Bolsheviks. The Bulletin put 
forth its opinion very clearly in the conclusion, 
telling readers "The I.W.W. and the Bolshevik must 
go."®°
By February 13, the Times adopted a new, tougher 
position on the strike. Its headline read; "Labor
The Seattle Star, February 12, 1919, p.l, original 
emphasis.
Ibid., front page. The cover included Lincoln's 
"Government of the people, by the people, and for the 
people" under the heading "Voice of Bolshevism Stilled." 
The Daily Bulletin, February 10, 1919, p.3.
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Council to Oust Radicals," and the article stated that 
the Central Labor Council would take measures against 
the IWW. There was no mention of this particular news 
item in other newspapers on the same date. This could 
be because the editorial board of the Times chose to 
announce a development that the other papers chose to 
ignore. This choice raises doubts about the
continuation of the apparent neutrality of the Times.
As the strike receded further into the past, the 
papers increased their pressure on the IWW. On February 
15, The Star pxiblished a letter from a "Striker's 
Wife," in which the wife told the editor that her 
husband had participated in the strike, although he 
"DID NOT WANT TO STRIKE." The letter also pointed to 
the IWW as the power behind the shipyard strike, and 
the writer asked to "weed out I.W.W. and anarchy 
element...," followed by a sympathetic editor's note. The 
Star continued to point at the IWW by pxiblishing 
similar letters, and probably showed one of the 
clearest signs of its attitude towards the IWW when it 
asked the city "To Arrest all I.W.W. Members" in its
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headline. This demand was backed up by an 
announcement from the District Attorney's office, which 
stated that
The Industrial Workers of the World must cease as 
an organization in King County. It must close all 
its halls and offices and disband its membership. 
It is outlawed. ...To be an I.W.W. is to be, 
knowingly or unknowingly, an enemy of the 
government and law and order
The reasons for such an assault do not really 
constitute the main points of this thesis, however. The 
importance of the three newspapers' attitudes lies in 
the very fact that they viewed the IWW as the main 
enemy in a conflict -whatever the contents of this 
conflict may have been— within the society. Of course, 
there is the possibility that the IWW was not actually 
at the center of events, but was only used to attack 
the strikers as alien radicals. The answer to this 
doubt is to be found in the reports of the ledjor spies 
discussed in the next chapter. Also, a conflict itiay not 
be evident in a materialist analysis of the historical 
evidence. However, the observation of such a clash is 
certainly possible in the pages of the Star, the Times,
The Seattle Star, February 15, 1919, p.l. 
” Ibid., p.l.
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and the Bulletin, be it imagined, subjective, or 
without a material basis.
A final and illximinating point in the analysis of 
Seattle's three mainstream daily newspapers would be 
the debate on the presence of American troops in 
Russia, still helping the White Army, and the ongoing 
strikes in England. These newspapers lavished 
significant attention on both issues, especially when 
issues concerning the strike(s) in Seattle were being 
debated. The presentation of these news items is also 
instrumental in displaying the distinction and 
similarities particularly between the Star and the 
Times, When the Star characterized the strikes in 
England as being "controlled by the Bolsheviki," the 
Times published news such as; "Yanks, by Forced 
Marching, Make Bolsheviki Flee; Americans Travel 30 
Miles Over Forest Trail to Rescue British and 
R u s s i a n s . T h e  Star's alarmist tone was far from the 
more confident, optimistic style of the Times.
These issues constituted a part of the 
contemporary debates, and probably served as different
The Seattle Daily Times, February 13, 1919, p.l.
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kinds of catalysts. Their inclusion in the public 
discourse is not one-sided, they form a critical set of 
values and images for the Seattle Union Record as well.
The Union Record was the only major daily 
newspaper that placed itself on the side of Seattle 
labor, radical or not. The Record sustained a constant 
debate with the Star and the Times at the time of the 
general strike, opposing their every argument point by 
point. On February 3, for example, the headline of the 
Record read: "Soviet Rule Gains in Britain," with the 
title of the column concerned being "British Strikes 
Mean Revolution."^* The same issue published the 
announcement of the general strike, signed by 
W.F.Delaney, Chairman of the Pxiblicity Committee. The 
Record was perhaps trying to encourage Seattle labor by 
publishing news that showed that labor was challenging 
capital on an international level. The publishing of 
such news in the Seime issue that the general strike was 
announced aimed to tell the workers of Seattle that 
what they decided was not a marginal act, and they were 
part of a larger picture.
34 Seattle Union Record, Feb ru airy  3 ,  1 9 1 9 ,  p . l .
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Until February 4, however, there was no direct 
threat concerning the general strike in the pages of 
the Record. The editorial that changed this helped 
create the image of Seattle labor as an unruly. Wobbly 
lot and was to be used a great deal by the Star. This 
important editorial stated that: "We are undertaking
the most tremendous move ever made by LABOR in this 
countiry, a move which will lead— NO ONE KNOWS WHERE I 
What seemingly created a panic, however, was the 
indication of the "move," which was not only to 
somewhere no one knew:
...Labor will not only SHUT DOWN the industries, but 
Labor will REOPEN, under the management of the 
appropriate trades, such activities as are needed 
to preserve public health and public peace. If the 
strike continues. Labor may feel led to avoid 
public suffering by reopening more and more 
activities.
UNDER ITS OWN MANAGEMENT. 36
With such a clear statement of an intention to usurp 
private property, no wonder elements opposed to the
Seattle Union Record, February 4, 1919, p.l.
The editorial was actually written by Anne Louise Strong, a 
famous radical at the time, but it was published without any 
signature, so it should be considered an editorial, and not 
an individual article.
end of the same editorial.
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general strike used this editorial in their claims
against the strikers and radicals. For exetmple the
Star, on February 5, immediately responded to the
message given in the Record:
A part of our community is, in fact, defying our 
government, and is, in fact, contemplating 
changing that government, and not by American 
Methods. This small part of our city talks plainly 
of ”taking over things," of "resuming under our 
management.
During the strike, the Record carefully avoided 
a n y  agitative article or announcement, and instead 
focused on the practices of the Central Labor Council 
and the committee that manages the general strike. On 
February 11, however, with the strike ended, the Record 
published a front page editorial that evaluated the 
strike and harshly responded to the images of Seattle 
labor created and published mainly by the Star and 
Mayor Ole Hanson. The last sentence of the article 
explains the general feeling that the Record wanted to 
put forth: "IT WAS ALL WORTH W H I L E T h e  editorial
offered lessor's response to the "Americanism" claims of 
the Star and others:
The Seattle Star, Febmiary 5, 1919, p.l. 
Seattle Union Record, February 11, 1919, p.l.
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Now it [the Star] attempts to preach on 
"Americanism" to men and women who have built all 
the ships that were built in time of the country's 
need; to the men and women who went "over the top" 
100 percent strong for evexry Red Cross drive and 
war measure that was pulled off in this cityJ^
Although there was no direct advocacy of Americanism in
the editorial, it was apparent that the Record tried to
respond to the challenges of Americanism in kind, and
perhaps believed that such a policy could place the
troubled labor movement of Seattle on more respectable
grounds.
In the days that followed the strike the Record 
worked hard to explain to it readers that the 
opposition to the strike was enormously misled and that 
the solidarity of Seattle labor proved itself with a 
peaceful and sober display of power.
” Ibid.
Gerstle, pp.166-72, 188-91. The only difference with 
Gerstle's examples is the tone of Americanism that the 
Record used. Unlike the radicals' usage of the term in 
Woonsocket, the Record was hesitant in recalling the famous 
characters ideas of the Americem revolution although it
did try to defend labor in Seattle by displaying its 
Americanism·
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“TO TH E FOUR .WINDS”
b v E R ' - * s 6 'b ‘b o  tO ''r iG H T ··
• /  AN I M A G IN A R Y  FOE.
^ /~ S ^
A cartoon titled "To the Four Winds," published on 
Februairy 14 depicted what the Record had been trying to 
say concerning the unnecessary panic and atmosphere of 
conflict in Seattle. Mayor Hanson is shown throwing 
away "Over $50,000 to Fight an Imaginary Foe." The 
cartoon had two main messages: The money spent to
prevent violence by the Mayor was completely 
unnecessary, since no such intention or act existed 
during the general strike. Therefore, all ideas edDout 
radicals staging a revolution were imaginary, and the 
person responsible for these false ideas was the Mayor. 
Second, the money spent came from the City Treasury, 
meaning that what Mayor Hanson spent was taxpayers'
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money. The Record, by these two points, tried to give 
the message that nothing was out of ordinary except 
Mayor Hanson's attitude.
The publishers of the Record were evidently well 
aware of the approaching danger; they tried to draw a 
line between the bulk of Seattle labor and the "reds." 
The Record dated February 21, announced with a huge 
headline that "Reds are not Rumiing Strikes." 
Interestingly, in the same issue there also appeared 
news from the revolutionary clash in the Soviet Union. 
The title of the column on the front page was: 
"Cossacks Gain Along Caspian: Eleventh Army of 
Bolsheviki Reported Out of Action." The newspaper that 
easily associated the strikes in England with the 
Bolsheviks' taking power in a rather enthusiastic tone 
just before the general strike was now placing news 
where the Bolsheviks were losing on its front page, in 
order to show that it did not agree with the radicals 
by any means.
While trying to keep -or rather, display-a. 
distance from the radicals in Seattle, the Record also
Seattle Union Record, February 14, 1919, p.l.
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tried to forge new alliances. On February 27, it 
resezrved most of its front page to announce that the 
Seattle Central Labor Council, "by a practically 
unanimous vote,... went on record as unqualifiedly for 
the equal rights of negroes with white men in organized
43labor."
Other radical papers shared the set of references 
and discourse with the Record, and the anti- 
strike/anti-radical papers. A clear example of 
similarity with the Record is displayed on the front 
page of the International Weekly, on February 6, 1919.
The Weekly allocated its front page mainly to comments 
concerning the general strike and the international 
events which the editors may have thought in accordance 
with it. The headline was: "Can 60,000 Workers Operate 
Industry Without Bosses?," under which it claimed that 
the general strike was one of the most radical events 
in American history, and observed hopefully that "Here 
in Seattle, peacefully and without violence may 
tremspire the revolutionary change in the management of
Seattle Union Record, February 21, 1919, p.l. 
Seattle Union Record, February 27, 1919, p.l "Labor
Welcomes Colored Workers.//
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industry from the present exploiters to the workers."^* 
Indeed, the Weekly only hoped that such a change would 
take place, it also reported that the workers of 
Seattle had decided the change. Workers had concluded 
that the strike itself was not enough, and the taking 
over of industry might be necessary.
The same column also displays an interesting -and 
somewhat paradoxical— statement concerning the Japanese 
workers in Seattle. The Weekly announced that the 
Japanese workers had "retaliated against the A. F. of 
L. rule barring them from various unions by showing a 
better solidarity than the white man does. Japanese 
cooks, waiters, bakers, dye workers and tailors will 
strike."^® Considering that the strike was mainly a 
product of the Seattle AFL, it seems curious how the 
Japanese workers might have "retaliated" by striking. 
Still, the issue of the "alien" element had found its 
way to the front page of the Weekly, which confirms 
that it constituted one of the major topics of conflict 
at the time.
International Weekly, February 6, 1919, p.l. 
Ibid.
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Another similarity between the Weekly and the 
other papers was its concern with the international 
events of the time. In two different columns on the 
front page the Weekly announced that international 
conflicts were taking place, as if to show the Seattle 
workers that they were not alone, and that the strike 
could -rand perhaps should—be converted into a 
revolutionary attempt. The titles of these columns 
read: "Great strikes spread over England, Soviets may 
overthrow government," and "Flame of revolt sweeps over 
the world."*®
This style of announcing international events 
seems to have taken considerable place in the 
contemporary debates. The Forge, published as the 
official organ of the Workers, Soldiers and Sailors 
Council, for example, chose to put a comment titled 
"Spectre of Red Revolution Rising in Great Britain Says 
English Writer" on its front page.*’
A final example of the usage of international news 
can be found in the Pacific Coast Metal Trades Worker, 
approximately a year after the general strike. The
Ibid.
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Trades Worker announced that a conspiracy was being 
designed against the Russian revolutionists: "Germany 
is to supply the men, France the officers, and England
the bulk of the cash. ,48
An interesting point is the relation of the 
publishing of such news and the ongoing local events. 
The Trades Worker, for instance, published the 
information about the conspiracy at a time when the 
"Red Raids" were taking place in full effect in the 
United States. Actually, the Trades Worker published 
two coltunns concerning the "Red Raids" on exactly the 
same page it published the conspiracy idea. Moreover, 
it seems likely that the rather more optimistic news 
items that appeared a year before in many radical/labor 
newspapers should be seen in relation to labor's self 
perception. In other words, at the time of the strike, 
the radical/labor press was confident -or displayed 
confidence— and published encouraging radical news from 
throughout the world. A year later, however, when the 
assault on Seattle labor and radicals was at its
The Forge, November 8, 1919, p.l.
Pacific Coast Metal Trades Worker, February 21, 1920, 
p. 3.
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height, suddenly news of international conspiracies 
against labor and radicals were published. Evidently, 
the international events of the time constituted a 
crucial part of the set of ideas and values that the 
Seattle community referred to, and a great deal of the 
debate was conducted through the employment of such 
subtle means.
What the newspapers displayed is one of the ways 
by which terms and conflicts were defined in Seattle. 
The general strike of 1919 seems to have had 
significant effect as a catalyst for the clarification 
and observation of the various discourses to which the 
newspapers both contributed and became components. The 
importance of what the evidence has displayed remains 
in its capediility to show what the readers of these 
newspapers may have thought, and how they becaune part 
of the conflicts defined in their pages. The "average 
citizen" in Seattle was able to participate in the 
conflict that crystallized around the general strike 
through the newspapers. The IWW was mostly at the 
center of the debate, whether it was used as a tool to 
attack Seattle ladDor or was perceived as a real threat. 
In any case, the IWW occupied a significant part of
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everyday life through the public discourse, which was 
to some extent defined in its own terms.
These are the elements of the picture that emerges 
after an analysis of Seattle's newspapers. In order to 
have more idea about what and how the people of Seattle 
thought on these issues, an analysis of the labor spy 
reports would be necessary.
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III. Discourse Analysis of the Labor Spy Records
The clash between labor and capital in 1919 
Seattle was by no means limited to the ideological or 
discursive. It had many practical aspects, one of them 
being the emploj^ent of spies by wealthy businessmen to 
infiltrate local labor organizations.
Broussais C. Beck was the manager of Bon Marche, 
one of the major department stores in Seattle. He was 
also one of the businessmen who employed spies. The 
spies supplied periodical reports on their actions, 
sometimes once every week, sometimes everyday, 
depending on the spy. The reports of two of these spies 
have been kept within the personal files of Beck, and 
provide invaluable insights on how labor regarded the 
big capital owners and vice versa; how the differences 
and animosities among the ranks of labor affected their 
position in events such as strikes; and although very 
vulnercdale as an organization, how the Industrial 
Workers of the World (IWW) was able to influence a 
great portion of labor in Seattle. This is especially 
interesting since the spy reports start immediately 
after the general strike, and continue right through
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the "Red Scare" that followed, which proved to be a 
disaster for leibor and radicals not only in Seattle, 
but also throughout the USA. Therefore, many of the 
workers' continuing sympathy either to the IWW or to 
its ideas, during and after such a period of hardships 
is v7orth attention, if the spy reports can be said to 
support this argument.
The reports require very careful consideration, 
and their credibility and validity for the arguments 
mentioned depend on closely analyzing them and the 
writers, the spies themselves. Two major problems arise 
on the credibility of these reports. The first problem 
is the dependence of the spies' jobs on their 
employers' perception of Seattle labor as radical and 
dangerous. This might be a reason for the spies to 
report especially radical events and people, and keep 
their employers alert. The second problem is that the 
spies themselves no doubt had their oxm perceptions and 
ideas, end even if they did not try to agitate on 
purpose, their perceptions of events and people could 
have resulted in their focusing more on the radicals 
and the IWW than others.
45
The answer to the first problem can be explained 
by putting forth the fact that the spy reports include 
many pages of information on the everyday life and 
issues of Seattle's workers, some of them not even 
indirectly related to the political/ideological topics. 
Therefore, either the spies have included all the 
seemingly irrelevant data on purpose, to make their 
reports seem objective and increase their credibility 
to their employer, or they simply wrote most of the 
things they saw and heard, and the rate of radical/IWW 
related information reflects day-to-day experiences.
The second point is harder to explain, but it 
should still be sufficient to note that not all the 
reports have information that points at the IWW as a 
real threat. Some of the people who were being 
interviewed --without knowing that it was for a spy 
report, of course—  dismissed the IWW and radicals as 
insignificant, and the spies did not censure these 
parts. For example, the Secretary of the Butchers' 
Union in Seattle told the spy concerning the ideas of 
the IWW radicals that "Those are only wild ideas of
a group of radicals that will never get the movements 
anywhere." This most certainly does not mean that they
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did not have particular perceptions or prejudices, but 
it can be safely assiimed that they did not write 
completely misleading reports either.
The practical importance of these reports at the 
time is rather dubious, because although they probably 
had a part in the formation of the frame of mind that 
enabled mass arrests, deportations, vigilante attacks, 
etc., the employment of spies was in the first place an 
act reflecting rather tense relations between labor and 
capital, and a strange atmosphere of expectancy. 
Planting spies within the ranks of leibor and its 
organizations was also not a very new and unheard of 
idea or practice either. In the modern sense of the 
word, industrial espionage and infiltration was already 
widely arifi effectively used by businesses facing ledDor 
problems. Since this was not an extremely out-of-place 
practice — but not an ordinary one either-- it also 
adds to the idea that their practical importance at the 
time could not have been too magnxfied.
Broussais C. Beck Papers, University of Washington 
Library, Manuscripts & University Archives Division, 
Accession #155-1, Microfilm Reel #1, Report of Agent #106
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what is important about these spy reports, 
however, is hidden in their richly detailed accounts of 
the daily happenings in Seattle's labor, and the 
reflections of discourse, especially the more hegemonic 
ones within this rather vaguely defined group of 
people. David Montgomery wrote that
To write about the working class is to discuss 
many disparate individuals. (...) Socially
prescribed differences in gender, race, religion, 
and nationality have influenced various workers' 
behavior in powerfully different ways. Instead of 
listening for the 'voice of the working class, ' 
therefore, we must be attuned to many different 
voices, sometimes in harmony, but often in 
conflict with one another.^°
This is a very important statement, not only because it 
is putting forth a valuable insight in understanding 
the working class, but also because it indirectly 
accentuates the hegemonic discourse in this case.
dated July 18, 1919. It is an example among many other 
similar ones.
David Montgomery, The Fall of the House of Labor: The 
workplace, the state, euid Americim labor activism, 1865- 
1925. Cambridge; Cambridge U. Press, 1987, p.l.
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Explaining that an analysis of the working class needs 
to consider the sometimes vast differences of those who 
formed it, the statement enables to focus on the common 
points that made it a class. These common points do not 
necessarily have to consist of the economic, material 
conditions that define the working class. The hegemonic 
discourse, as a shared ground cunong these so different 
people, and its power in the city of Seattle in 1919 is 
worth thinking on.
A better analysis of the hegemonic discourse in 
Seattle needs first a discussion of the situation of 
radicals and labor in general in 1919, this time not 
backefd up by the newspapers' headlines and comments, 
but with evidence from the spy reports. One of the 
spies, named "Agent #106," wrote in his report dated 
May 3, 1919;
At 10.30 a.ia. I called at the Labor Temple and to 
talking with Bill Delaney^ Business Agent of Local 
46 Electrical Workers and we got to discussing the 
labor situation. He said 'The labor in Seattle is 
much weaker now than it was before the general
strike.'51
Beck Papers, Microfilm Reel #1, Report of Agent #106, 
dated May 3, 1919.
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It was indeed the beginning of a new and disastrous era 
for labor and radical people or movements, which did 
not necessarily end when the so-called "Red Scare" of 
1919-20 ended. The Seattle general strike seems to have 
been a turning point, as the interviewee had also put 
forth. However, even in such a dangerous period of 
constant legal suppression and attacks by para-military 
groups, the atmosphere among the majority of the 
workers of Seattle remained more or less as it was 
before the general strike, in terms of their 
allegiances or sympathies.
The nature of the problems Seattle labor 
experienced after the general strike is a composition 
of various elements. One of these elements was the much 
increased supervision and attempts of control on the 
American Federation of Labor (AFL) in Seattle by the 
central administration of the union. The 
"internationals," as the workers called them, were sent 
from the center to report on the occurrences at the 
local AFL halls. Whenever possible, they tried to gain 
control and replace the unwanted officers by ones more 
loyal to the ideological line that the AFL center 
approved. This, of course, was not a policy that
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soothed and controlled the local membership as it was
supposed to: "They play right into the hands of the
employers. They had better let up on those underhanded
methods or they will find that they have not any
membership. The resentment that the AFL workers in
Seattle felt toward the central administration and
their line of thinking only helped to increase the
existing sympathies toward the IWW:
[Agent #106 reports] At the Labor Temple I met 
O'Neillf business agent of the Electrical Workers 
Local 77. He said: "The workers here have nothing 
in common with the Internationals. They have given 
us the dirty end of it every chance they get and 
it's about time that we started the ball rolling 
here in Seattle to break away from the A. F. of L. 
and get into the real union, the I.W.W."^^
Issues such as industrial unionism, industrial
democracy, workers' control of industries, general
strike, etc. evidently appealed to the workers of
Seattle a lot more than the conservative craft unionism
of the AFL. For many of the workers in the Seattle AFL,
leaving the union and joining the IWW was not even a
svibject of discussion. The discussions were concerned
” Ibid., dated May 5, 1919.
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with the timing of this transfer: "We will have to
break away from the A. F. of L. soon anyway (...)" What 
followed this argximent was the speech made by the 
spokesman for the opposing group: "As far as I am 
concerned I am in favor of joining the WobblieSf but 
it's premature just at this time, when we withdraw from 
the A. F. of L. we want to line up more unions."^*
Not all radical sympathies were centered on the 
IWW, though. The president of the Boilermakers' Union 
of the Seattle AFL had a discussion with the spy. The 
spy asked if he could be a delegate for the union at an 
upcoming meeting, and the president asked him if he was 
a member of the IWW.®^ The spy replied by saying that 
he was not a member of the IWW, but he was "rather 
radical":
Martin [the president] said: "Well^ as far as that 
is concernedr we are all more or less radical. 
It's all right to be a sensible radical but not to 
be crazy like some of the I?/W that we have in our 
local. I believe that the One Big Union principal 
[sic] is good but we are not prepared for it and
”  Ibid., dated May 5, 1919.
Ibid., dated May 5, 1919.
Dual membership was not uncommon, although illegal.
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all o f  us that have been in the game for years
know it. ;5 6
This is a statement that enforces the idea that the IWW 
was not necessarily and unanimously popular eimong the 
workers of Seattle as an organization. But it also 
enforces the idea that its discourse was quite 
influential, and even those who did not identify 
themselves as "Wobblies" were of the same mind about 
most social/economic issues.®’
An observation that is also supported by the 
evidence in the reports given up to this point is that 
certain categories appear when looking at workers' 
attitudes towards the IWW. The first category is of 
those who were members of the IWW, and of no other 
union or organization. They were most definitely a 
minor force in terms of numbers.
The second group is formed by the members of the 
AFL who were also members of the IWW, and supported the 
IWW actively although their membership was "secret."
Beck papers. Microfilm Reel #1, Report of Agent #106, 
dated May 20, 1919.
” The "One Big Union" slogan and idea was developed and 
advertised by the IWW in the U.S.
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This group, was among the most active 
propaganda/influence producing groups for the discourse 
of the IWW.
The third group was probably the largest by far, 
and was composed of workers who were members of the AFL 
only, but had sympathy for the IWW and believed in most 
of its ideas, and without doubt used its discourse. 
This group was among the groups that probably helped 
the most for the hegemonic discourse to become 
hegemonic in the first place.
The fourth category consists of the workers who 
were members of the AFL, did not believe in the ideas 
of the IWW, and supported the conservative elements in 
labor society, but nevertheless, most of the time 
were entrapped within the hegemonic discourse. For 
example, Thomas Mills, a spokesman for the "Triple 
Alliance,"^® confidently told a listening crowd in a 
meeting that the government would have to forget the 
IWW "for a moment because they know that this will hurt
The Triple Alliance was the response of the AFL members 
who did not sympathize with the IWW or radicals. It was an 
atten^ted alliance between some AFL unions and a few 
Teamsters' and independent unions. It failed in two months.
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them the most in a very short time."^^ The spokesman 
and the group he represented belonged to the 
"conservative" elements within the Seattle AFL, and yet 
they were talking off-handedly about "hurting" the 
businesses and government!
The official policy of the conservative AFL at the 
time was not to strike or react until things began to 
get out of control, and then only for short periods, 
trying to gain some immediate results like small 
improvements in the working conditions or increases in 
wages. They definitely were against a view of a larger 
picture of society, where strikes and actions by unions 
were supposed to be parts of a larger struggle, aimed 
at more fundamental, sometimes revolutionary changes. 
But the conservatives of the Seattle AFL were 
attempting to gain the initiative they had been losing 
for some time by adopting the discourse of the radical 
IWW. Whether this adoption was the result of a 
conscious decision or not, it still supports the idea 
that there was a sort of hegemonic discourse involved 
in the city of Seattle in 1919. Although ideologically
59 Beck Papers, Microfilm Reel #2, Report of Agent #75,
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not within the sphere of the radicals and/or IWW, many 
groups found themselves within this hegemonic
discourse.
The fxfth group that can he discerned in its 
relation to the IWW and the hegemonic discourse is 
composed of radicals from varying parties, such as 
independent anarchists, the Socialist Party meinbers who 
were not affiliated with the IWW, etc. Most of these 
radicals, unlike the atmosphere existing in most places 
in the U.S. among radicals, were not against, or even 
competing with the IWW. Most attended the meetings held 
by the Seattle IWW, some even made speeches to the 
crowd, and even the less enthusiastic ones merely 
defined their sphere of existence in terms that were 
not challenging or competing with the IWW. For example, 
a Socialist Party organizer told one of the spies that
dated August 9, 1919.
The AFL's attitude should not be confused with the IWW's 
rejection of political action. The AFL rejected direct 
action as well as political action. Its sole activity except 
trying to keep the organization together, was small bargains 
when it was inevitable to escape some sort of action. 
Therefore, the Seattle AFL workers' attitude against 
political action had nothing to do with the central AFL 
policies, as the workers supported direct action in Seattle.
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the Socialist Party was not active for a long time in
the region, and that they would try to restart their
activities. These are the rest of his words:
"The Socialist Party has been a sort of a dead 
issue here in Seattle, but there's something 
stronger to take its place. Really, the I.W.W. is 
the dominating radical organization in the 
Northwest but we must have a political party for 
those that believe in political action.
So the socialists defined their sphere of action 
as the "political" one, which they advocated sometimes 
against, sometimes as a complement to, the "direct 
action" theory of the IWW. This was not a mere 
ideological stance in Seattle as it was in other 
cities, because almost all actions of the unions in 
Seattle were within the sphere of direct action, and 
the belief in the political system and voting was very 
low indeed, as the words of Paul Mohr, president of the 
Federated Unions state:
"The power as it stands today comes from above 
when it should come from below. The House of 
Representatives passes a certain law. Then it has
Beck Papers, Microfilm Reel #1, Report of Agent #106, 
dated Jüly 24, 1919.
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to pass the senate. If it does then the President 
has the power of a veto. If the law is signed by 
the President then we still have the Supreme Court 
to pass on it and the Supreme Court is always 
partial to the capitalistic government. (...) It 
sometimes seems that we cannot get through that 
source and have to rely on our Industrial strength 
and organization to get us anything.
There aré many accounts of AFL workers telling the 
spies that they used to believe in political action 
once, but they did not any more because "they are 
demonstrating this fact that they do not have to seat a 
workingman's candidate even if he was elected by the 
majority of the people. Such a view of the political 
system was common in the rank and file labor in 
Seattle, and it was not based on simple skepticism. It 
was more systematic, had ideologically, historically 
traceable roots, and the major advertiser of such a 
line of thinking at the time was the IWW. This was a 
self-reinforcing argument as well, because as the 
workers of Seattle became more aware of the initiative
Ibid., dated June 1, 1919.
Beck Papers, Microfilm Reel #2, Report of Agent #75, 
dated May 31, 1919.
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they could have, and started to use it more, the
response from the local authorities became more rigid,
thus enforcing the already existing understanding of
the political system. It was a vicious circle, and was
one of the main elements in getting to a point where a
general strike took place. The direct descendant of the
mentioned questioning the demand to take over the
complete initiative by the workers:®*
"What business is it to the state whether or not 
Seattle owns its own streetcars? Or what right has 
the state to tell us that we should have a Chief 
of Police in Seattle, as long as we don't do 
anybody any harm or infringe on anybody's
rights? ,6 5
The last, sixth category in this analysis is 
formed by the "power elite" and the petite-bourgeoisie 
of the region.®® These included owners of big
®* The closest ideological/historical roots were that of the 
CNT in France and CNL in Italy, anarcho-syndicalist unions 
with much influence on the ongoing debates at the time.
®® Ibid., dated Jtine 1, 1919.
®® C. Wright Mills' usage of the term, by which he means the 
well educated, powerful owners of industries, leaders of 
commerce, and a few high-ranking bureaucrats. These all have 
in one way or another, access to the power structure in the
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corporations, high ranking local government officials, 
and all varieties of business, even the owners of very 
small shops. The power elite of the city never came 
close to accepting the ideological points of the 
radicals and the IWW. They were also better educated 
than the workers or the lower middle-class population 
of the city, and had more sophisticated responses to 
the ideological challenges of the IWW. These responses 
gained much power and legitimacy from the introduction 
of "Americanism" into the public conscience. Powerful 
images of patriotism, honesty, references to the ideals 
of the "founders of the republic," were combined with 
the potential hatred of immigrants, the "evil" force 
Germany, and thus was created the notion of
Americanism. It proved to be a devastating blow, as 
Americanism constituted a major part of the "Red Scare" 
that also changed the hegemonic discourse in Seattle 
for at least a decade, after which it was never to 
become hegemonic either. Until the general strike, the 
lower middle-class was either neutral to or supporting 
the labor unions. Even after the general strike, when
society from the top, with much more initiative than any
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the fear for their property and lives was installed by 
the combined counter-attack of the press and 
government, with their hatred toward the "alien," the 
people of the lower middle class continued to use the 
terms of the hegemonic discourse.
There were some weak attempts on the side of labor 
to counter the thrust of Americanism. Aside from the 
editorials on the Union Record, the speeches made in 
mass meetings held a tone of awareness of the 
approaching devastation, and some of the speakers 
included their responses to the challenge of 
Americanism. The most common response was that of 
comparing the events in revolutionary Russia, where the 
war between the red and white armies still raged on, to 
the Declaration of Independence and the ideas of the 
early republic:
"JWow our flag—  we have nothing against it, it is 
a grand flag, and represents real democracy. You 
will understand what it represents if you read the 
Declaration of Independence. It is a more radical
other portion of the society.
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document than the Constitution of the Soviet 
Government of Russia.
However, such defenses did not prove to be sufficient 
when the mass arrests, attacks and deportations began.
As is was put forth previously in this chapter, 
probably the main force behind the hegemonic discourse 
was the group of AFL workers and officials who were 
sympathetic to the ideals that the IWW advocated. They 
also were the major force behind radical moves such as 
the general strike, and they suffered among the most 
when that attempt failed. But even through the period 
of intense suppression, many workers and union 
officials continued to advocate their radical views. 
For example, a worker named Freinberg, after supporting 
an IWW-backed resolution in the annual convention of 
Seattle labor, held by the Central Labor Council told 
the crowd;
"J belong to the AFL the machinists' organization, 
and some of the AFL members might say that I had 
no right to do this. Well, I want to say that I 
have just as much right to do this as the AFL 
members have to associate with the employers. (...)
Beck Papers, Microfilm Reel #1, Report of Agent #106, 
dated June 1, 1919.
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I belong· to the IWW for a principle and to the AFL 
for a job. I also want to say that the AFL if it 
wants to save itself had better hurry and do 
something for it. if they don't the IWW will 
gobble them right up."^^
Freinberg was representing a group of people
ideologically bound to the IWW, but there were many 
others who did not associate themselves with the IWW, 
or even disliked it, but still argued for the 
principles of One Big Union, etc.
However, it should not be thought that the 
atmosphere in Seattle after the general strike was 
favorable for the radicals. Most of the radical 
speeches and declarations of allegiance to the IWW, or 
the passing of radical resolutions took place within a 
rather limited community. Periodic conventions where 
mostly delegates attended were surely not places where 
all the political spectrum of Seattle was represented. 
Not even the mass meetings, big picnics, etc., 
reflected such a spectrum, because they were held and 
attended by labor itself, and only fractions of all 
union members in Seattle at that. There were many
68 Ibid., dated July 17, 1919,
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radicals who were discouraged and felt helpless as 
well. Agent #106 talked with a member of the Watchmen's 
and Janitors' Union named Kennedy who was an ex-member 
of the IWW:
"j fought for free speech here in Seattle ten 
years ago and went to jail many times for it. But 
I don't do it anymore. Not because I don't want 
free speech but because I discovered that labor in 
general did not want it. A few of us radicals 
always wanted it but as long as the rank and file 
refuse to want free speech I decided not to fight
for anymore. ,6 9
This was the only example of its kind in a collection 
of reports hundreds of pages long, though.
Seattle was not the picture of a city in which 
most of labor was blindly and devotedly believing in 
radical ideologies, although in general they were still 
far more radical than most of the U.S. urban labor, as 
it was shown earlier. Another example of the practical 
considerations especially among the union officials is 
that the IWW presented a suitable alternative to the 
AFL not only in its approach and discourse, but also by
69 Ibid., dated August 2, 1919
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simply being another labor organization. It was 
sometimes used as a means of political intrigue within 
the Seattle AFL;
DosieTf SecretaxY of the Central Labor Council 
said that "The CLC wants a man who has a little 
red blood in their veins." [concerning the 
election of the head of the Washington State 
Federation of Labor] . Woody, a reported for the 
Union Record then spoke up and said: "If Proctor
is reelected again this year I am going to resign 
from the Record and every other office I hold in 
the AFL. I might just as well join the IWW because 
we could not get any action in the council.
Of course this can not be directly pointed out as an
example of certain political intrigue, but there is
enough in the style that suggests the IWW was actually
used for domestic politics of the Seattle AFL. All of
the evidence that can be used for counter arguments,
however, take ve2ry little place in the reports of the
spies. This may be due to conscious manipulation on
part of the spies, but in any case, it can be discerned
that there were both discouraged, unhappy radicals, and
pragmatic union officials at the time in Seattle, which
is not very different from other cities in the U.S.
70 Ibid., dated June 2, 1919.
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These similarities, however, only emphasize the 
difference itself, Seattle being the first city in U.S. 
history to experience a general strike, and with all 
the social/political intentions that underlie such an 
action. When the reason of this difference is 
questioned, the hegemonic discourse helps to explain 
it.
During the year 1919, Seattle labor tried to tell 
the public through its press that the general strike 
was not an attempted revolution. Aside from the fact 
that their explanations did not suffice to stop the Red 
Scare, an argument that Seattle labor actually meant 
what it said concerning the general strike remains a 
very weak one. By late June, when the first tide of the 
Red Scare was well under way, in the annual convention 
of labor in Seattle, its most authoritative legal 
organization, the Seattle Central Labor Council passed 
two resolutions by an overwhelming majority. One of 
these resolutions was the "One Big Union" resolution, 
where it was demanded that all labor organizations in 
Seattle would accept methods and practices of 
Industrial Unionism, another maxim of the IWW. The
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other resolution was about the recognition of the Union
of Soviet Socialist Republics:
The executive committee had drafted a milder 
resolution as a substitute. Considerable 
discussion took place on this resolution (...) a 
vote was taken and the substitute resolution was 
defeated. This resolution demanded that the U.S. 
recognize the Soviet Russian form of Government 
»The Only Workingmens' [sic] Government in the 
world." (...) When a vote was taken the resolution 
carried by a large majority. Later a motion was 
made that a communication be sent to Lenine [sic] 
and Trotsky (...) informing them of the action taken
by the convention 71
Such resolutions were passed by the main governing body 
of labor in Seattle in the middle of the Red Scare. 
That radicalism was dominant, there is no question.
Another interesting point about the reports on the 
convention and the resolutions is the way that Agent 
#106 presented them. The report of the two important 
resolutions is the same one, and the first resolution 
that Agent #106 wrote about was the One Big Union 
resolution: "The most important resolution that came up
71 Ibid., dated June 21, 1919.
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before the convention was the One Big· Union 
Resolution."
The resolution where the Soviet government was 
recognized was ’"the next important resolution." One 
thinks of the priorities of the two resolutions. 
Recognizing the U.S.S.R. and demanding that the U.S. do 
the same in the middle of the Red Scare was certainly a 
more radical, and probably more dangerous action than 
deciding on the mere form of organization of Seattle 
labor. Again, not knowing the actual intention of the 
spy blurs the scene, but there is a significant 
probability that the spy believed in what he wrote. 
After all, the recognition of the Soviets should be as 
alarming as the One Big Union idea (and not directly 
the IWW, which should be noted, too) to his employer, 
who may have thought that this was a beginning of a 
soviet-style revolution, just as it was advocated by 
the power elite during the general strike. In that 
case, the perceptions of the spy himself were 
determined by the hegemonic discourse in Seattle, an 
interesting addition to the argument of this chapter.
The fact that the IWW was associated with all 
kinds of radical actions and thoughts -for different
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reasons, but nevertheless it being the center of such 
attention, did not result in the destruction of the 
Seattle IWW only. All of Seattle labor suffered from 
the results of the Red Scare, in not extremely 
different degrees. Still, an example about the way the 
public conscience in Seattle worked helps explain this 
unanimous damage:
Brennon next took the floor: "He [the boss] asked 
if I belonged to the IWW and I said I did not. 
Then he said: Mr. Brennon, you have been heard
agitating around the yard and if you do not belong
to the IWW why do you agitate?· ,72
This way of thinking, also a result of the hegemonic 
discourse in Seattle, during the Red Scare was easily 
followed by the argument that all unions in Seattle 
were actually infiltrated by the IWW, and therefore 
were subject to all kinds of legal and illegal attacks.
The ideological support of the hegemonic discourse 
within labor in Seattle was not spontaneous or blurry 
in its origins. Rather, it was a the result of a 
systematic effort on the part of the organizers and
Beck Papers, Microfilm #2, Report of Agent #75, dated 
July 25, 1919.
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sympathizers of the IWW. There are many examples of
official IWW propaganda -not only in the spy reports
either, but fewer ones concerning the works of the
sympathizers, the largest group of influence as it was
discussed earlier. An important example for the second
type is Agent #106's interview with a Workingman's,
Soldiers, & Sailors Council member, neuned Brooks:’^
"Many members of the IWW criticize the WSSC saying· 
that the organization detracts attention from the 
IWW. (...) For instance, the WSSC publishes the 
paper 'Forge. ' We can sell this paper because it 
is published by the WSSC to members of craft 
unions who would never think of buying a paper 
that was published under the auspices of the IWW, 
yet thru [sic] the Forge they get all the IWW
news."74
The WSSC was a union modeled directly after the similar 
Soviet union, and attempted to organize the veterans and 
sailors who were mostly unemployed. It did not have any 
official allegiance to any of the national unions, but was a 
place where AFL members who sympathized with the IWW could 
gather without any official problem from the central body of 
the AFL. It was also a training and recruiting ground for 
those AFL members who did not syn^athize with the IWW but 
were affected by the hegemonic discourse.
Beck Papers, Microfilm #1, Report of Agent #106, dated 
August 23, 1919.
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What the evidence discussed in this chapter shows 
that, while all forms of common practices, concerns, 
events, and thoughts existed in the Seattle of 1919 
which were similar to what could be observed in other 
cities throughout the U.S., there was a certain 
difference, a major difference that resulted in a 
different outcome for the city's radical labor in the 
end of the Red Scare. This difference was the existence 
of a hegemonic discourse, not a specific ideology or 
organization that dominated, but a much more subtle yet 
powerful aspect that affected different groups of the 
society in very different, sometimes conflicting ways. 
The spy reports show that a lot of the radicalism of 
Seattle's labor, a point agreed by most historians, was 
actually the result of the hegemonic discourse which 
was closely related to the IWW, but was not stemming 
from its ideological propaganda. Why it became so 
influential and the only example of its kind at the 
time is a very challenging question which should be the 
subject of a different work. This chapter's evidence is 
sufficient to show, however, what the missing element 
was that made Seattle a special case, and how the 
hegemonic discourse worked. What would have happened if
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such a hegemonic discourse existed not only in Seattle, 
but throughout the U.S.? Whether the devastating story 
of the Red Scare would be different if Seattle was not 
only a very small part of a bigger picture, or no 
significant change would take place, remains on the 
border of speculation. That the development of such a 
specific hegemonic discourse was possible in a major 
city of the U.S. in i919 has been the main factor that 
created most of the questions that were discussed in 
this chapter.
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IV. Discourse Analysis of The New York Times, 1919
Looking at cities other than Seattle in 1919 is an 
important necessity because the perceptions and radical 
images that exist in these places tend to be different 
in various ways. It also allows a broader understanding 
of the Seattle general strike and radicalism in the 
city as it was observed from the outside, and the 
points of intersection and alienation between Seattle 
and other major cities.
Probably one of the most important cities not only 
in terms of population but also for its cultural, 
industrial, and political impact upon the United States 
in 1919 was New York. The New York Times was a major 
newspaper of New York, and it was a significant 
publication at the national level as well. The issues 
of the Times in January and February 1919 contained 
valuable information in the perceptions of radicals, 
international developments, and their manipulation for 
various purposes. Probably the most notable 
manipulation at the time in the Times was concerning 
the beginning tide of the "Red Scare."
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The Times had a more sober tone compared to that 
of The Seattle Star, but it was not less manipulative 
in its presentation of the news. This manipulation is 
important because it provided the public conscience 
with "evidence" to legitimately hate and get rid of a 
certain part of the urban society of the United States 
in 1919. Aside from the fact that the Times was far 
more influential and had a larger audience than any 
Seattle newspaper at the time, it also had a larger 
picture available, composed of the international 
developments at the time. The references of Seattle 
papers to the Soviet government form a very small part 
of the detailed international news section of the 
Times, Moreover, forceful comments on the relation of 
these international events to the domestic arena of 
politics appeared in the form of commentaries, memoirs, 
and possibly fake "letters to the editor."’®
The percentage of radical/strike and 
radical/international news were also considerable. For 
example, out of 41 issues in January and February 1919, 
39 included news concerning strikes or possible
75 The New York Times, February 14, 1919, p.l4. The letter
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strikes, and demands of labor groups and radicals. 33 
had a similar subject on the first page, and especially 
during February, they were more inclined to be about 
the radical element rather than the strikes or labor. 
Moreover, all 41 issues had news concerning the 
international radical events, chiefly the. Soviet 
government and the war going on between the red and 
white armies, but also many on other countries of 
Europe where radicals were active, and a few about 
radicals' actions in other places of the world. There 
was not a single issue that did not have any 
information about these kinds of international events 
presented on the first page.’®
Another style of attacking the radicals within the 
pages of the Times was through poems. "It is no god, 
but Satan who wears red!" was the final sentence of a 
poem published in the Times on January 16.”  The 
religious element was already a familiar tool in 
attacking the radicals and discrediting their -and
titled "Ole Hanson's Lesson."
The New York Times, issues dated January 16-February 26, 
1919.
” NY Times, January 16, 1919, p.l2.
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through them, all labor's existence in public 
conscience. It is also important to note that what is 
referred to as the "public conscience" is a conscience 
that belonged to the classes other than the working 
class, as the implications of this division were 
observed clearly during the red scare.
Articles without the authors' signatures also 
formed a considerable part - of the set of tools that 
were used to attack radicals and labor in the pages of 
the Times, Such an article, titled "Bolshevism and 
Beer" indicated that whatever their political beliefs, 
the radicals everywhere in the world would be just 
content and "leave the bourgeois world at peace" if 
they only had their favorite alcoholic drinks.’® It was 
a fact that the editorial board of the Times was not 
sympathetic to any kind of radicalism, made evident by 
the attitude of the paper in presenting news and 
pxiblishing comments such as the examples mentioned 
before.
It is, however, a surprise to the reader that on 
January 17, 1919, the Times reported the capture and
78 Ibid.
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murder of the Spartakist leaders, Rosa Luxemburg and 
Karl Liebknecht. The next day, the event was on the 
first page of the Times: "Liebknecht Slain in Flight;
Rosa Luxemburg Lynched."’® The article written about 
the leaders of the Spartakist movement in the seune 
issue of the Times presented them as slain heroes of a 
fight for freedom against the oppressive German 
government. The issue dated January 19 included two 
items about the same subject, one telling the readers 
that the body of Rosa Luxemburg was not found yet, with 
the sub-title: "This Is One of Several Mysteries About 
Berlin Tragedy." The other item was about Liebknecht, 
titled "Liebknecht Cool In Facing Death - Smiled 
Derisively as He Heard the Howls of the Berlin Mob."®° 
Perhaps this apparently incoherent attitude of the 
Times can be explained by the fact that the elections 
on Geirmany were to take place in a week. The editors of 
the Times probably did not want the remnants of the 
pre-war government in Germany to stay in power, and 
graibbed at every possible source to show their
NY Times, January 17, 1919, p.3, and January 18, 1919,
p. 1.
80 NY Times, January 19, p.3-4.
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brutality, and perhaps influence the public opinion.®^ 
The same issue also had an article concerning the 
financing of strikes in the United States, advocating 
the already well-used belief that the money for the 
strikes came from Germany. As a result, it was possible 
to meet a heroic account of the Spartakist leaders, and 
the "reds" planning mischief throughout the world in 
the same issue of the Times,
The issue of Americanism was not far from the 
attention of the Times either. In a report on a 
conference in Chicago concerning the liberation of 
Thomas J. Mooney, it was said that the IWW and radicals 
had gained control of the sessions.®^ The title was: 
"Radicals Hiss Flag at Mooney Meeting." The report told 
that Eugene V. Debs had "threatened," by calling for a 
general strike if the political prisoners were not
The Spartakists were murdered by the military and police. 
The first article concerning them was rather obscure as to 
the identity of the murderer, but the Times made sure to 
point at the German government in the later articles.
Mooney was a radical labor leader who was imprisoned at 
the time, and was also known as one of the "class-war 
prisoners" that the IWW tried to defend.
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released. The main point was, however, the radicals' 
un-American attitude:
The climax was reached when a moving picture was 
shown of the Mooney case. One scene showing 
soldiers carrying an American flag in the San 
Francisco Preparedness Day parade brought hisses 
from some of the radicals in the crowd.
The Times also made a nationalist case that the
American society at the time was a better society than
any other in the world. The Times associated this
attitude with a mild xenophobia. In an unsigned article
-which was not an editorial,it was stated that:
Jt is impossible to understand why any sane 
American^ not hired to encourage the Bolshevist 
work for the destruction of industry^ 
communication^ knowledge^ civilization, should 
want to turn his prentice hand to general ruin. 
(...) In the United States exists every right of 
freedom and every opportunity for the redress of 
grievances. It is a prosperous, an enlightened, a 
just, an ever-bettering frame of society and 
government that our domestic incendiaries seek to 
destroy. (...) It is a foreign pest that these
83 NY Times, January 17, 1919, p.3.
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dabblers in fatal state medicines seek to 
acclimate here.®*
The issue of aliens harming the American society 
was presented again, but although no trace of it 
existed throughout the article, the IWW came up in the 
last two lines. The IWW was targeted for organizing all 
the alien elements towards destroying the American 
society. At the time, a very great portion of the IWW, 
including its complete leadership cadres, was in jail. 
The article ended by stating that the IWW's that were 
out of jail at the time made "good, active 
Bolshevists." it is interesting that, during the Red 
Scare the target of papers such as the Times was mostly 
the IWW -with relatively fewer mentions of anarchists. 
Socialists, etc.
The Seattle general strike received first page 
coverage right after the day it started. The news 
article announced the strike with the title "Troops on 
Guard in Seattle Strike." The article that followed 
explained in detail how many troops were summoned by 
the Governor of Washington, how many police and
84 NY Times, February 6, 1919, p.3,
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"auxiliary" militia were organized by Mayor Ole Hanson, 
and what kinds of machine guns they had. The general 
strike was only mentioned in 3 lines during the whole 
article which continued on page 3 of the Times, less 
than a tenth of it. The paper stressed preparations 
made to prevent the strikers' seizing government 
functions in Seattle, and strikers' possible aggression 
against property and citizens. Considering that this 
was the veiry first announcement of the Seattle general 
strike in the Times, it is not difficult to understand 
how the following months proved to be very tempestuous 
for radicals, immigrants and labor in the United
States.85
On Februairy 8, the news concerning the Seattle 
general strike had moved to the first column in the 
first page of the Times. The title read: "Seattle to
Face Army Rule Unless Strike Ends Today." The article 
explained that the parties from the General Strike 
Committee and mayor Hanson,- had failed to reach an 
agreement that would end the strike. After this initial 
information, quite similar to the article published the
85 NY Times, February 7, 1919, p.l.
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day before, more details were given on the armaments of 
the troops and police in Seattle and their plans to 
seize control of all necessaxry industries and irun them 
by force if the strike was not called off
immediately.
Brig. Gen. John L. Hayden, when asked how many 
troops they had, told the reporters that they had 
"enough" soldiers. In the middle of public
announcements by mayor Hanson who claimed that a 
"Seattle Soviet" was about to be declared, the 
a m b i g u i t y  of the "enough" in the officer's words was 
certainly adding to an ominous atmosphere. Next to the 
article on the Seattle general strike, there were 4 
articles. One was titled; "Ole Hanson a Man of Force," 
and told the readers that the he was direct and 
democratic in his methods.
The next article'’s title read; "Lays Strike to 
Aliens." A Congressman was quoted, who said that most
of the people arrested had Russian names and prominent
in the IWW. Then he demanded the deportation of all
8 $ NY Times, February 8, 1919, p.l.
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aliens as quickly as possible, and ended his argument 
by stating that;
I have often wondered why it is that so many 
people in the United States insist that these 
foreigners^ who come here and preach, (...) telling 
us how to run our Government (...) should be allowed 
to remain here, whereas if any one of us should go 
to Russia, Japan, or any other country and (...) 
tell them how to run and operate their affairs we 
would find there would be very short shrift for 
us. It is time for the United States to (...) do a 
little bit on its own account for its own 
people.
The statement was one of a type which would find 
increasingly more place in the pages of the newspapers 
and conscience of the society during 1919-20.®®
The third article informed the readers about the 
strikes that were starting or about to start on the 
West Coast, including San Francisco and Los Angeles.
Ibid.
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The fourth one, its title printed in bold letters 
unlike the rest, told the readers; "I.W.W. Calls Men 
Out of Montana Mines - Will Attempt General Strike in 
Copper Region." The article mentioned some demands of 
the IWW and passed on to the statements of the owners 
of the mines, who indicated that the end of the war 
meant reduction in wages. The result is that, the Times 
succeeded in associating 4 news items so that in the 
end the impression that was left pointed at the IWW -no 
other organization was mentioned in any of these news. 
It is also important to know that the Times did not 
always tend to put together news of similar types, 
either.
On February 9, while the strike was still in 
effect, the Times presented the news with the title 
"Seattle Calmed by Quick Action of Authorities - 
Presence of Troops With Machine Guns Prevents Disorder 
in Big Strike."®® The article informed the readers that 
the strikers could not cause any trouble because the 
military and police were patrolling Seattle's streets. 
It did not, however, point out to the fact that the
89 N Y  Times, February 9, 1919, p.l.
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strike had continued even under the warnings of local 
authorities. The picture presented in the article was 
that of a complete victory against the radicals in
Seattle. 90
Next to the first column on the first page, there 
was a special coltimn in which Ole Hanson^ s official 
statements were published with the title "Anarchists 
Tried Revolution in Seattle, but Never Got to First 
Base, Says Mayor Hanson." Hanson emphasized the 
immigrant workers who had come to Seattle during the 
war when its industry was expanding, supported by 
government investments, and the "I.W.W. element" that 
came with them and seized control of labor in the city. 
He pointed out that the general strike was an attempted 
revolution, the beginning of a soviet. The statements 
were not extraordinarily different from what Hanson had 
been saying for a time, but they supported the 
columnists' assertion that Seattle "is the hot-bed of 
I.W.W. insurrection on the Pacific Coast, Page 
3 was again a composition of news concerning radicals.
Of course, it turned out to be the case, but it was 
hardly evident at the time it got published.
91 NY Times, February 9, 1919, p.l.
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There were two separate articles congratulating Ole 
Hanson, one from the American Defense League. Next to 
them, news from Butte, Mon., and Paterson, N.J were 
presented, and in both cases the IWW was involved, in 
the first one as creating "disorder," and in the 
second, as "Police Drive Agitators Out - I.W.W. 
Representatives not Allowed to Stay." Vivid accounts of 
horrible actions during the Spartakist uprising in 
Hamburg and Bremen followed these i t e m s . T h u s ,  the 
atmosphere created on the pages of the Times had begun 
to get very close indeed to that of The Seattle Star 
and other alarmists.
On February 10, when the general strike was about 
to end, the front page of the Times announced that 
radicals were on their way to be deported, defining 
them as "labor fanatics," "alien troxiblemakers," and 
"I.W.W. organizers."®^ The same page also announced 
that the general strike was about to end, with Hanson 
saying that "The general strike has failed. This means 
a split between decent labor and the Industrial Workers 
of the World." Hanson's possible aim at separating
92 Ibid., p.3.
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labor from the IWW and radicals, however, was not to be 
a generally accepted and adopted idea.®*
On February 11, the last day of the general
strike, the Times announced that it could not be called 
a success even though the General Strike Committee 
declared it so. It also said that union Icibor in 
Seattle could not assume the prestigious position it 
held before the general strike, and that it was time 
for the conservatives in Seattle unions to take the
initiative and "clean the house," if they wanted to be 
forgiven by the population of the city. Below this 
article, there were four col\imns, each containing 
different information about "alien I.W.W.'s" who were 
either arrested, or deported.
On February 12, a tiny news item appeared on the 
15*^  ^ page of the Times: "Report I.W.W. Plot Agaimst
[sic] President." The very short explanation to this
title was that "it was said to be heard" that a member
of the IWW named Pietro Pierre had told his friends
NY Times, February 10, 1919, p.l.
In most cases, just the opposite was done, labelling all 
labor as radicals and alien IWW and destroying all 
positions/benefits labor had.
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that he was appointed by the IWW to assassinate Wilson, 
and would get the final instructions at the IWW center 
at Chicago.®®
There were no news specifically about the IWW 
until the 18*^ ,^ when, on the front page, the tiny and 
unsupported conspiracy news of 5 days ago reappeared, 
this time with the huge title of "I.W.W. Plot to Kill 
Wilson." The information given below the title was more 
detailed than the short version which had appeared 
before, but the style of "it was said to be heard" was 
still there, without any evidence about the case. One 
would think, why should a small, apparently 
inconsiderable conspiracy news item reappear 5 days 
later, this time on the front page, but still without 
any new evidence? It is also interesting to note that 
the "anarchist" of the late 19*^ *^ century, with his 
image of an untidy, bearded man with dangerous looks in 
his eyes and a bomb in his hand was transferred to the 
members of the IWW in the beginning of the Red Scare.®’
95 NY Times, February 11/ 1919, p. 3.
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Although there were no specifically IWW news
between the 12^^ and 18*^  ^ of February, on the an
article appeared with the title "Tenth of Population
Still Unnaturalized." Parts of an interview with the
Deputy Commissioner of Naturalization were included,
where he said after indicating that all problems of
unrest were created by the aliens who had no interest
in the institutions of the U.S.,
Jt is the duty of every American citizen who loves 
America to seek out his friends and acquaintances 
of foreign birth and prevail upon them, if they 
wish to remain here, to become American 
citizens
This was not an ordinary statement, as a 
government officer actually transferred a part of the 
responsibility to the whole society in a matter where 
only government agencies established by law had the 
right to act. The common vigilante groups that spawned 
during the Red Scare were not completely spontaneous, 
and the encouragement of the idea of "watching your 
neighbor," also a powerful element in the fascist Italy
98 NY Times, February 13, 1919, p.4.
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of the 1920'3/ existed even in the rhetoric of 
bureaucrats.
A final method used by the Times was interviewing 
people who had been to Russia and seen the Bolshevik 
practices. In two different series of interviews, the 
readers were informed that women were stripped in the 
streets of Moscow and "nationalized," mobs killed 
anyone who did not look impoverished, etc. These kinds 
of news were usually supported with strong messages to 
the American working class, with information such as: 
"Riffraff, not the Toilers Rule in Russia," describing 
how "real" workers were suppressed by the Bolsheviks, a 
group of foreign agitators who had never any 
relationship with the workers.
A very interesting final example to such tactics 
appeared on February 26, in a news item about a certain 
"Mme. Breshovskaya." Breshovskaya, as it was told, was 
an "experienced revolutionary from Russia," and had 
made a speech to the radical Russians of New York the 
night before. In this speech, she was reported to be 
very angry at the Russian-American crowd:
99 N Y  Times, February 14-17, 1919, p.3.
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she asked her fellow countrymen why, if they were 
interested in Russia's welfare, they did not 
return to that country, "J have suffered all my 
life for Russia," she exclaimed, stamping her 
feet. "Have any of you suffered for Russia? I am 
willing to suffer all the rest of my life. Are 
you?"^°°
The problem was that, although her advice of going 
back to Russia was probably in accordance with the 
editors' demands, she herself was a Bolshevik, a "Red,"
whose advice needed some credibility, small though it
might be· At the time period of the Times issues
presented in this chapter there were also heated
worldwide debates concerning the establishment of the 
League of Nations. The Times' exception that rivaled 
the radical news in terms of being announced from the 
front page was the League of Nations, always presented 
in a supporting manner. So, this was the final sentence 
of the Breshovskaya news, probably placed there in hope 
of making a Bolshevik more presentable; "In her 
prepared address Mme. Breshovskaya urged support for 
the proposed League of Nations.
100 Times, February 26, 1919, p.ll. 
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The Times represented/manipulated a considerable 
part of the American urban populations'’ perceptions and 
values. The Seattle general strike and the IWW have 
been covered in the pages of the Times in detail, and 
it is certain that the aftermath of the general strike 
presented the Times an opportunity to es^ress strong 
sentiments against the immigrant, radical element, 
represented according to them, by the IWW. The Times' 
and other major national newspapers' influence on the 
frame of mind that spawned the Red Scare should not be 
overestimated, since they also represented deep-rooted 
feelings already existing in parts of the society. 
However, their influence should also not be 
underestimated, since they formed the major source of 
information through which the society partly shaped its 
attitude towards daily issues. The second most 
important point in the light of the evidence the Times 
provides is that similar attitudes, interest groups, 
euid ideologies existed both in Seattle and on the 
national level. The most important point, however, is
that the difference that enabled the mass
radicalization of Seattle's working class and the 
discourse that penetrated a majority of its population
92
did not exist in the bigger picture of the United 
States of 1919, just about to experience the Red Scare.
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V. Conclusion
The Seattle general strike of 1919 was one of the 
turning points for the Red Scare, as it was used to 
create the xenophobic, oppressive atmosphere in which 
such a phenomenon could thrive. The Industrial Workers of 
the World became the main target of the Red Scare not 
only in Seattle, but in many locations in the United 
States.
The fact that the first major general strike in 
American history took place in Seattle is explained by 
either the difference in socio-economic conditions, or 
the difference in ideological sphere in the city by 
historians. The difference between Seattle and other 
major cities in the U.S. was not only the radicalization 
of the working class, and socio-economic conditions in 
Seattle, but also the discourse. A very different
discourse existed in Seattle at the time of the general 
strike which maintained itself until the end of the year 
1919.
The gap in current scholarship that exists in 
explaining the general strike and the special attention 
the IWW received can be filled with the introduction of 
notion of discourse and its application to the historical 
evidence available. To be able to differentiate the 
national discourse from the local discourse in Seattle, 
which was radically different, the term hegemonic
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discourse has been introduced. This hegemonic discourse 
had very strong inherent elements of the IWW ideology, 
thus depicting why the IWW which was insignificant in 
terms of material, "real" existence, was actually 
extremely important, and why it became the central target 
of the Red Scare and not any other radical organization. 
The fact that it was also used as an excuse to act 
against the whole working class in most places in the 
U.S. supplies the remaining part of the explanation.
If complex social phenomena such as the Seattle 
general strike and the Red Scare are to be understood, it 
is of immense importance not to limit the analyses with 
classical fields of scholarship. All the historical 
evidence that has been presented exists in other analyses 
on this subject, however, without a different way of 
looking at them, different conclusions are impossible. 
This thesis has been an attempt to introduce a new and 
previously ignored or neglected element to understand 
these phenomena better.
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